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Abstract. With recent economic and social transformation of the Romanian rural environment, it 
requires an integrated approach to rural community development, given at least three essential 
categories of influencing factors, namely: economic, social and ecological (environmental). Integrated 
rural development is, according to experts, as an end in itself and a methodological approach. The 
main purpose is to include the rural poor in the growth of welfare of rural community members, and 
the approach to achieve this is to implement a balanced package of economic and socio-political. In 
this process, by applying specific research methods, have studied the relationship of interdependence 
of all economic, social, political, and ecological techniques. In these conditions, a quantitative analysis 
is difficult, but necessary. The studies and research that address socio-economic development of rural 
communities, more often find phrases like "integration", "integrated approach", "integrated policy 
formulation" economic and social, etc. In this paper we present some general and specific economic 
and social development integrated Romanian rural communities, the authors identified in studies and 
researches carried out as scientists, PhD students and academics. The content material will be referred 
to domain specific terminology, methodology and research methods, systems of indicators, definition 
of terms and concepts, etc. 
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INTRODUCTION    
 
Need for integrated economic development came amid implementation including 
globalization, which affects both national economies and the global economy, leading to 
major changes in society. Thus, it is hoped that economic development is integral to an 
element that contributes fundamentally to strengthen the new type of knowledge-based 
economy1 and addressing new challenges of economic, social and environmental. 
Concept and content of integrated economic development are still insufficiently 
clarified that research areas, leading to multiple debates theoretical - methodological. Also, 
the literature is not clearly defined statistical and economical tools to commensurate level of 
integrated economic development locally and regionally. 
 
                                                 
1 Concept found in the Commission document, "Europe 2020. A European strategy for smart, sustainable and 
inclusive ", Brussels, 2010, www.eur-lex.europa.eu.  
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In this scientific approach is intended to capture relevant issues and defining of 
theoretical and practical, involved in integrated economic development Romanian rural 
communities, located in a complex and comprehensive process of converting and evolution. 
Advantages of integrated development approach lies precisely in Romanian rural 
communities that is considered the overall picture of the development of these communities, 
taking into account all factors involved in this process, namely economic, environmental and 
social. In other words, we speak of a three-dimensional development of the Romanian rural 
communities in the quantitative sense (economic) and qualitative (ecological and social). 
In this context, it should establish a set of indicators "standard" through which they 
could be analyzed specifically and comprehensively the many aspects involved in economic 
development and integrated rural communities its determining factors.  
 
MATERIALS AND METHODS   
 
In this study we stopped the study of general factors, which reflect the degree of 
integrated economic development of rural communities in Romania, such as: size and 
distribution of administrative - territorial, structure of the land, population, development and 
structure, income level population levels and agricultural production, regional GDP, GDP per 
capita, etc. The main source of documentation was represented by statistics provided by the 
National Statistics Institute of Romania (www.insse.ro).  
The adopted work will include several distinct stages, including: 
a) - identify the main factors that influence integrated economic development 
Romanian rural communities; 
b) - analysis and interpretation of indicators that reflect the level of integrated 
economic development Romanian rural communities; 
c) - study the impact of implementing economic development model built on 
Romanian rural communities in the sense: job creation, revenue growth of employment, 
economic growth, reduce poverty, reduce population migration, improve working and living 
conditions, development of social services , etc.; 
d) - drawing conclusions and proposals for integrated economic development model to 
Romanian rural communities; 
e) - monitor and verify implementation model presents search results. 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS     
 
The causes of "ruralism" Romanian we highlight: 
- Romanian history (human communities were often forced to withdraw from the 
invaders in less accessible areas and rural areas, particularly the hills and mountains, they 
have offered these conditions); 
- Religion, traditions, customs and beliefs of the Romanian people, who always 
echoed in the lives and souls of the villagers; the village is "historical cradle of the Romanian 
people", place the beginnings of Romanian culture and ancestral guardian inestimable cultural 
heritage (Buianu, 2006); 
- Romanian economic development which produced the first stage, a phenomenon of 
massive migration from rural to urban, and while reducing the living standards of certain 
social categories of population in cities has led to their return to rural migration realizing from 
urban to rural. 
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Integrated economic development is a natural continuation of the theoretical and 
conceptual two initial concepts of sustainable economic growth and human development is 
considered an attempt to summarize and integrate social, economic and environmental.  
Although current scientific discourse occurs frequently, sustainable development 
(sustainable development), with the integrated component (integrated development) is still not 
clearly defined and explicitly specified application conditions and measurement in a territory.  
However, definitions term refers to a development to maintain or improve long-term 
environmental conditions and quality of human life (Mac, 2003). 
Romanian rural communities, in a strictly geographical sense, means "territories 
rather than villages and towns with low population density and a diverse and dispersed 
economic activity, relatively independent of direct influence of metropolitan areas" 
(Gavrilescu and Giurca, 2000), as defined originally by the OECD (Organization for 
Economic Cooperation and Development). Subsequently, OECD experts found that "rural 
economy integrated into national and international economy, it is not synonymous with 
agriculture, it has diversified" (Gavrilescu and Giurca, 2000). 
Specifically, the Romanian rural area consists of the administrative area of 2,860 
communes, 12,956 villages grouping, according to data released by the National Institute of 
Statistics of Romania's Statistical Yearbook 2010 (www.insse.ro).  
Even if, economically and socially, Romanian rural communities (compared to urban 
areas) are less developed and equipped, have an area of towns (and villages) and a lower 
population density, human relations in the hearth culture and civilization are more 
participatory, more sincere, still based on human solidarity, giving a more close social life and 
human relationships a special specific. 
Among the determinants of integrated economic development in rural Romanian 
development and performance of this model is the direct and indirect connection, which 
requires conducting detailed research on the types of factors and different levels of 
aggregation. Difficulties may arise in the implementation of integrated economic 
development model in Romanian rural communities are likely:  
-  administrative and institutional (authorities, organizations, infrastructure, etc.); 
-  legislative (the legal framework and normative acts); 
- social and economic (lack of resources, especially financial, the productivity of 
factors of production, labor quality, etc..) 
-  incidental (global financial and economic crisis); 
-  exceptional (natural disasters, wars, social unrest, etc.). 
Romanian rural area includes most of the Romanian territory, having, according to 
statistical data, accounting for 87.1% of the total area (238,391 square kilometers), 
respectively 207,638 sq km (National Rural Development Program 2007 - 2013). The importance 
of rural areas is for Romania can be highlighted and by observing how the numerical stability 
of the population remained rural over the past 80 years, although its share in total population 
decreased steadily (from 78.6 % in 1930 to 45.0% in 2011). It should be noted since 1985, 
when Romania was an equal proportion (50%) of rural and urban population. (Tab. 1) also 
can be seen that after 1985, the share of rural development was very low and uniform, with 
variations from - 0.9% to + 0.7%. 
Evolution of the Romanian countryside is the result of complex factors such as 
historical, political, economic, social, circumstantial and not least the international nature of 
factors that influenced this development especially after the EU integration in 2007. 
The nearly 13,000 villages - the basic units of rural organization - divided into 2,860 
communes (administrative units - the basic territorial), geographical diversity of the 
expression of Romanian rural space, the historical conditions of formation and organization of 
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economic and social relations. The average size of a village is 800 people, but it varies from a 
few households (less than 50 families), more than 10,000 inhabitants. Overall, villages with 
more than 1,000 people representing three quarters of the total.  
Density villages is on average 5.5 villages / 100 sq km, being higher in the hills (8 - 9 
villages / 100 sq km) and lowest (3 villages / 100 sq km) in the mountains. The average size 
of a commune of 3,800 inhabitants, predominantly those with between 2000 - 5000 people 
(63% of total), in villages, the population concentration is usually in the village of residence, 
in the lowlands of the country, focusing here more than 50% of inhabitants. (The calculations 
were made after data from the Statistical Yearbook 2010, National Statistics Institute of 
Romania, www.insse.ro).   
 
Tab. 1 
Romania's population by residence 
 
Year Number of inhabitants % 
TOTAL URBAN RURAL Urban Rural 
1930 14.280.728 3.051.253 11.229.476 21,4 78,6 
1948 15.872.624 3.713.139 12.159.485 23,4 76,6 
1956 17.489.450 5.474.264 12.015.186 31,3 68,7 
1960 18.403.414 5.912.011 12.491.403 32,1 67,9 
1965 19.027.367 6.417.124 12.610.243 33,7 66,3 
1970 20.252.541 7.464.811 12.787.730 36,9 63,1 
1975 21.245.103 8.339.229 12.905.874 39,3 60,7 
1980 22.201.387 10.171.618 12.029.769 45,8 54,2 
1985 22.724.836 11.370.092 11.354.744 50,0 50,0 
1989 23.151.564 12.311.803 10.839.761 53,2 46,8 
1990 23.206.720 12.608.844 10.597.876 54,3 45,7 
1991 23.185.084 12.552.407 10.632.677 54,1 45,9 
1992 22.788.969 12.367.358 10421.611 54,3 45,7 
1993 22.755.260 12.406.204 10.349.056 54,5 45,5 
1994 22.730.622 12.427.612 10.303.010 54,7 45,3 
1995 22.680.951 12.457.195 10.223.756 54,9 45,1 
1996 22.607.620 12.411.174 10.196.446 54,9 45,1 
1997 22.545.925 12.404.690 10.141.235 55,0 45,0 
1998 22.502.803 12.347.886 10.154.917 54,9 45,1 
1999 22.458.022 12.302.729 10.155.293 54,8 45,2 
2000 22.435.205 12.244.598 10.190.607 54,6 45,4 
2001 22.408.393 12.243.748 10.164.645 54,6 45,4 
2002 21.794.793 11.608.735 10.186.058 53,7 46,7 
2003 21.733.556 11.600.157 10.133.399 53,4 46,6 
2004 21.673.328 11.895.598 9.777.730 54,9 45,1 
2005 21.623.849 11.879.897 9.743.952 54,9 45,1 
2006 21.584.365 11.913.938 9.670.427 55,2 44,8 
2007 21.537.563 11.877.659 9.659.904 55,1 44,9 
2008 21.504.442 11.835.328 9.669.114 55,0 45,0 
2009 21.469.959 11.823.516 9.646.443 55,1 44,9 
2010 21.462.186 11.818.670 9.643.516 55,1 44,9 
2011 21.413.815 11.778.195 9.635.620 55,0 45,0 
Source: Processing based on data from Statistical Yearbook 2010 and the bases 
statistical data Tempo - Online, National Statistics Institute of Romania, www.insse.ro. 
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Fig. 1. Evolution of the rural population in Romania 
 
Both national and regional level, time December 1989 (Romanian Revolution, which 
resulted in tearing down the communist regime) marked the profound changes of the 
Romanian rural area. In a very short period there were substantive changes in land ownership, 
socialist agricultural units have disappeared, their place being taken by new types of farms 
(individual households, family associations, agricultural societies, companies, autonomous), 
radically changing economic and social agriculture organization, her settlement system to 
market economy (as well as the entire Romanian economy). These changes, adopted with 
much enthusiasm at the time, but proved more or less effective during the 22 years since then. 
Currently (2012), Romania can "boast" a very large number of farms, but with a 
distribution of land used extremely unequal and even unfair. Also, the land of Romania is 
very minced, and yields per hectare for main agricultural products are at the level of a Europe 
in the years 1960 to 1970 (Otiman, 2011). 
Agrarian structures in Romania are strongly polarized, about 40% of useful 
agricultural area (UAA) of Romania is divided into 2.5 to 2,800,000 small and very small 
holdings (less than 5 ha), 40% of country UAA, ie areas of 3.8 to 4.0 million ha is owned by 
about 800 large farms (with area of over 1,000 ha each) and 20% of Romania's UAA is in 
holding comparable to the European Union (5 - 50 ha) (Otiman, 2011). 
Importance and necessity of diversified rural economy and rural multifunctionality 
based start be more obvious in Romania in 2012, maintaining the social and ecological 
agriculture, primarily for reasons of self-healing micro-regional level, but developing non-
agricultural income generating activities, efficient and competitive. Maintaining family farms 
lasting subject of European rural policies. This also applies to less direct interventions aimed 
at regrouping small farm economically viable units, but rather stimulate diversification in 
these areas. In a broader context, it also tends to recognize the diversification requirements, 
the economic base in rural areas and providing public services operated by rural population. 
Both, national and regional, social environment on which negative effects were more 
pronounced transition is rural. During the period 1990 - 2000 have been taken at government 
level, a series of bad decisions that have had on agriculture in general, multiple effects that 
have generated losses reflected in the diminishing contribution of agriculture to the GDP.  
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In Romania, recorded rates of employment in agriculture for developing countries. 
Also, the trend since 1989 was contrary to normal development, decreasing, increasing from 
28.9% in 1991 to 34% in 1996 and reaching 40% in 2000. After this year the trend has been 
decreasing in our country (Fig. 2). (Chiritescu, 2009) 
Although agriculture is occupied 29% of the population, this is the second largest 
sector in the Romanian economy, by industry, actual performance of this sector is far from 
climatic potential of our country, away from our nation's agricultural vocation. The real 
problem is the fact that agriculture "hosts" a large number of workers (mainly temporary jobs) 
that are too long compared to the ability of this sector to increase local and regional welfare 
state. These people still represent a potential source of development, but they require 
appropriate training to improve productivity and competitiveness of their work. 
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Fig. 2. The employment in agriculture 
 
Romanian rural economy is still largely agrarian, because in Romania the 
agricultural economy itself accounts for 60.5% in its structure, up from 14.1% in the EU 
Profoundly distorted structure determines the Romanian rural economy and a similar structure 
of the rural population by sector (primary sector 64.2%, of which 56.6% agriculture, 18.5% 
secondary sector, tertiary sector 17.3%). Romanian rural economy-wide non-agricultural 
(industrial SMEs, services, tourism), has a low weight, and rural tourism in all its variants, 
except for some mountain areas (Bran - Moeciu, Apuseni, Maramures, Bucovina) and Danube 
Delta, is almost nonexistent (11,000 beds in about 1,600 rural locations). (Otiman, 2011) 
Encourage investments in rural areas for expansion of SMEs in non-agricultural rural 
economy and primary processing of agricultural products, should become a permanent 
concern of local authorities, by making the process of economic decentralization and 
subsidiarity in decision-making in rural areas (or rural) labor surplus of industrial micro 
village, district or regional level with financial support by equipping them with the necessary 
industrial activities (electricity, gas, water, sewerage, access roads and internal 
telecommunications , etc..), created the model for a long time in rural areas of EU countries 
(Otiman, 2011) Investments in non-agricultural rural economy and food in rural areas, in 
addition to increasing gross value added by processing agricultural raw materials and non-
local resources, has a great advantage, both in times of crisis and recession as well as those of 
growth in the sense of creating new jobs, using local labor and stabilization (rural), rural 
revitalization, particularly those in disadvantaged and remote areas. (Otiman, 2011) 
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Integration of our country in the European Union has led to increased disparities in 
agriculture, especially the large number of existing small farms and the proportion of people 
employed in agriculture. To have a clear picture of agricultural production destination 
obtained in Romanian individual farms, processing briefly present the latest agricultural 
census data (2010), which shows the following: 
- 76.7% of farms producing only for own consumption; 
- 21.2% of farms producing for own consumption and for market; 
- 2.1% of farm produce market only. 
This analysis of the structure by destination production farm is further evidence that 
supports their need to restructure and modernize. Strategic restructuring policy should lead to 
important structural changes, to increase their produce to market entities against those entities 
that produce for own consumption. 
Production index national agricultural industry in 2010 compared to 2009 was 101%, 
respectively 106.6% and 93.2% of plant production and animal production, which indicates a 
recovery value of crop production easy. (www.insse.ro)  
In terms of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) total in Romania stands a process of 
growth during 1995 to 2008 and a reduction after this year, according to the economic crisis 
started - financial world. GDP per capita (in RON / person) complies with the trend of 
continued growth in the period 1995 to 2008 and the reduction after 2008. (Tab. 2) 
 
Tab. 2 
Gross domestic product and per capita total 
 
Romania 1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 
GDP total  
(billion RON 
current prices) 
7,65 80,9 117,9 152 197,4 247,3 288,9 344,6 416 514,7 501,1 
GDP per capita 
(RON/person) 
337 3610 5264 6975 9084 11414 13363 15968 19315 23935 23341 
Source: Statistical Yearbook 2010 data and statistical data sets available through Tempo - Online, National 
Statistics Institute of Romania, www.insse.ro. 
 
In 2009 Romania had the lowest GDP / capita, adjusted for purchasing power in the 
EU, of $ 11.869, while Bulgaria was one of $ 11.883 (as newspaper “Romania Libera”, 
www.romanialibera.ro). 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Romania has a potentially important rural development, but still insufficiently used 
and valued. With a total area of over 23.8 million ha, of which 14.6 million ha agricultural 
area (over 61%) and a population of over 21 million inhabitants (according to statistical 
2010), Romania is the second largest new EU member state, after Poland. Making a diagnosis 
of Romanian economy at the beginning of the third Millennium, we find that our problems are 
similar to those of European countries that have similar conditions, what sets us apart from 
others is how we seek, propose and especially find solutions exit from this crisis and 
adaptation to market economy. Investment and competitiveness are items to be improved, 
particularly in rural areas to talk about sustainable economic growth and ensuring the 
convergence of incomes in Romania with the EU. 
Seen in a not too distant future, economic development can be integrated into a real 
plan to address the reality surrounding framework, but also the relations between human 
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society and the environment. For the future, this concept provides a balance between 
legitimate economic and social needs of the populations and environment. 
Analyzing sets of indicators are the basis of national statistics (National Statistics 
Institute of Romania) and local (statistical directions, agricultural rooms, halls, etc.) we can 
say that: Romania has enough databases revealed if we refer to national and regional level of 
analysis (the 8 economic development regions and their counties), but does not have complete 
and current data regarding the potential development and local, rural communities of each 
part. Also, in order to achieve national and international comparisons will be necessary to 
create compact and comprehensive database, to calculate the aggregate structure and 
performance indicators. Will be needed to develop a "manual" to be rigorously established in 
a number of criteria and requirements definitions, content and methodology for calculation 
and interpretation of indicators. 
The integrated economic development perspective, the Romanian rural areas and 
communities can be addressed as homogeneous entities, because the numerous features on: 
- the historical emergence and development of local; 
- potential local and regional natural resources; 
- structure of the population (including ethnic) and its employment; 
- traditions, customs and local culture; 
- economical, social and technical development, etc. 
The rural economy as a whole and agro-food economy, as an important element of 
the rural economy, has issued various structures in Romania to the European Union. 
Romanian rural economy is predominantly agricultural (two thirds) or agro-food (more than 
three quarters). The European Union, dominated the rural economy is the service economy, 
with 42.2% share, up 2% from agro-food economy. 
In conclusion, in addition to low agricultural production per capita agricultural, rural 
economy and food structures are still far from what we call a competitive rural economy in 
Romania. Underdeveloped rural economy of our country has the immediate and permanent, 
visible, with negative effects on the Romanian village: pronounced demographic aging, 
leaving the rural exodus of young people in urban or external, all these phenomena 
emphasizing social desertification Romanian village. (Otiman, 2011) 
In the current conditions in our country's exclusive dependence of rural inhabitants of 
the results of farming is risky and should be attracting them in activities related to it (small 
industries processing raw materials derived from agricultural activities, rural tourism and 
agrotourism, etc.). 
The statistics on the number, size and performance of farms, but also those relating 
to rural development in Romania are worrying, given that all indicators followed by European 
statistics, according to the methodology EUROSTAT (Statistical Office of the European 
Union), we place the last places. In this context, we must consider the European model and to 
work towards: 
- reduce the number of farms and their specialization; 
- increase the average production per hectare and per animal, and the total; 
- increase the processing capacity of agricultural raw materials and their processing 
efficiencies; 
- increase the quality of their products at farm level; 
- reduction in agricultural labor; 
- growth and diversification alternatives and, in particular, rural services (service, 
tourism, rural tourism, etc.). 
In conclusion, we can say that we have created alternative sustainable rural 
development for the economy of the local community must be multifunctional, to be able to 
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ensure a balance in the restructuring of individual farm. Thus, it requires the creation of new 
activities, diversification of food products and increase their utilization, development of 
services in the downstream and upstream agricultural activities and development of non-
agricultural activities in order to capitalize on local resources. 
Range of non-agricultural activities practiced or practicable in Romanian farming is 
very extensive, including: commercial, agricultural products processing vegetable and animal 
products, service to others with their own equipment and machinery, woodworking and other 
processing, rural tourism and agrotourism, etc.  
At present, Romania, the European country is faced with the need to solve specific 
problems related to old and new economic and social development of rural areas, if there are 
some limited resources with a strong, national identity and the preservation of environmental 
protection environment. Thus, it is necessary to formulate clear goals and develop 
comprehensive strategies to enable economic development, social problems, while preserving 
and conserving the natural balance. (Chiritescu, 2011) 
Romanian agriculture has been and still registered only modest results in the sectoral 
efficiency of the main factors of production, performance on European Union agriculture. 
Although there is a substantial difference in the level of economic efficiency of agricultural 
activity of large and small, the overall pattern of economic efficiency proves more negative 
than positive feedback. Farm is the main form of small peasant economy, with an average size 
of 1.8 ha of agricultural land and accounts for 53% of the agricultural area of the country.  
Of the approximately 4,462,221 of individual farms, which have a useful agricultural 
area of 7,710,000 hectares, 52.4% are less than 1 ha area and 42.1% in size from 1 - 5 ha 
representing semi subsistence farms. It also noted the low weight of only 7.02% associative 
forms of the total agricultural area and the lack of associative forms for marketing agricultural 
products, such as producer groups. (Chiritescu, 2011) 
To 1. January. 2007 Romania became a EU member country. In this context, in our 
country live more than one third of EU farmers, while the Romanian agriculture is only one 
tenth of EU agricultural production. The contrast between these two figures illustrate the huge 
potential for growth, income and employment offered by joining the EU common market and 
the challenges they face Romania has to take advantage of this potential. 
In the context of integrated economic development regional and / or national level, 
all social indicators, economic and environment must be considered in determining 
relationships and mutual conditioning. Therefore, implementing the concept of integrated 
economic development area is far from being achieved even in the developed countries 
economically. Integrated sustainable development ideology is not resolved at this time than 
the socio-political and economic discourse, because poor regions or countries and developing 
countries still face serious problems, such as: hunger, poverty, lack of potable water utilities, 
lack of healthcare, energy insecurity, illiteracy, ethnic and religious conflicts, etc. 
Integrated approach to development work in both rural and urban areas. An 
important aspect in the constitution is integrated development strategies for economic and 
social policy. To achieve integrated economic development policy remains appropriate 
addressing the economic and social aspects of territorial delimitation, it is in the field to 
integrate different sectoral interventions. Two aspects of integration can contribute to the 
success of integrated economic development, namely: the link between different areas of the 
economy (eg, in rural areas, the link between agricultural and non-agricultural activities) and 
social development (housing, transportation, environmental quality, health, employment 
labor, education, leisure). 
Although agricultural production system has always offered an array or a form of 
organization of different types of villages, the village community ever not confined to a 
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simple array of products, forged, and over there a super-strong structure, a extensive network 
of socio-cultural relations, political, between family, neighborhood. 
Sustainable development and integrated development is complex and lengthy process 
is the changes that allow long-term use of the environment; so, that economic development, 
remain possible while maintaining environmental quality to an acceptable level. Long 
duration of these processes is caused by factors such as Earth's population growth, continuing 
decline in global resources, there is a gap in the processes of ecosystems, there are still 
misunderstood aspects of the relationship man - environment - economy. 
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